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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 



The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

1 . Claim 16 recites the limitation "plural visual indications" in line 2. There is 

insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-2, 7-8, 11, 13, 17-19, 20-28, 30-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 

as being unpatentable over Sugita ("Sugita" U.S. Patent Number 6,075,778) in view of 

Makipaa et al. ("Makipaa" U.S. Patent Number 6,556,217). 

Regarding claim 1, with reference to figures 9-10 and descriptions, Sugita 
teaches a method of presenting information on a portable device (column 2 lines 1-45), 
the method comprising: 

associating a first indication on the display with a user-defined external state 
(column 2, specifically lines 10-15); 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 




Application/Control Number: 09/838,951 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2685 

establishing a user-defined operation for monitoring the user-defined external 
state (column 2, specifically lines 15-19); and 

updating the first indication on the display in accordance with the monitored user- 
defined external state in response to an information encoding thereof received via a 
telecommunications network (column 2, specifically lines 1-20). 

However, Sugita does not explicitly disclose that the display of the portable 
device is limited (space constrained). In an analogous art, Makipaa teaches a system 
and method for content adaptation and pagination based on terminal capabilities. The 
system calculates the space needed in order to display the information on a user limited 
terminal screen (column 3, column 4 line 39 through column 6 line 53). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made to combine a method for selecting the amount of 
information to be display, as taught by Makipaa, with the information selection, as 
taught by Sugita, in order to obtain only the desired information and display it on the 
limited (space constrained) on the portable device so as not to cluster the display with 
useless information that is not particularly interested by the user. 

Regarding claim 2, Sugita further teaches that the user-defined external state is 
a weather or environmental state (claim 7). 

Regarding claims 7-8, Sugita further teaches that the user-defined external state 
is selected from amongst a predetermined set of external states available for monitoring 
(column 4 lines 22-43) and obviously selected from amongst a predetermined set of at 
least partially-predefined queries. 
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Regarding claim 11, Sugita further teaches that the associating of the first 
indication with the user defined external state and the establishing of the user-defined 
operation are performed via the portable device (column 4 lines 22-43). 

Regarding claim 13, Sugita further teaches that the first indication is a graphical 
indication (column 4 lines 22-43). 

Regarding claim 17, Makipaa further teaches that the display device includes a 
two-dimensional array of display elements suitable for simultaneously presenting plural 
visual indications displaced throughout at least a portion thereof (figure 9, see 
description). 

Regarding claim 18, Sugita further teaches that the portable device is a phone 
(abstract, columns 2-4). 

Regarding claim 19, Sugita further teaches that the telecommunications network 
transmission and routing facilities include a wireless voice network (figures 1 , 2A, 2B). 

Regarding claims 20-21, 23-24, these claims merely reflect the apparatus claims 
as opposed to the method claim of claims 1-2, 19,18 (respectively) and are therefore 
rejected for the same reasons. 

Regarding claim 22, Makipaa further teaches that the plural visual indications 
are grouped based on correspondence of the associated external states (figures 7-9, 
see descriptions). 

Regarding claim 25, this claim merely reflects the computer program necessary 
for performing the steps as specified in claim 1 and is therefore rejected for the same 
reasons. 
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Regarding claims 26-27, these 2 claims combined merely reflect the computer 
program necessary for performing the steps as specified in claim 3 and are therefore 
rejected for the same reasons. 

Regarding claim 28, Makipaa further teaches the networked information server 
that accesses one or more data stores in which results of monitoring of the user-defined 
external states are encoded (figure 1 , content server). 

Regarding claim 30, it is inherent that the computer program product is selected 
from an electronic storage medium, Makipaa further discloses a network (see figure 1 
and description in Makipaa). 

Regarding claims 31-32, these 2 claims combined merely reflect the means 
necessary for performing the steps as specified in claim 1 and are therefore rejected for 
the same reasons. 

3. Claims 6, 9-10, 12, 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sugita ("Sugita" U.S. Patent Number 6,075,778), Makipaa et al. 
("Makipaa" U.S. Patent Number 6,556,217) and in further view of Harui ("Harui" U.S. 
Patent Number 6,690,394). 

Regarding claim 6, the combination of Sugita and Makipaa discloses the 
invention but does not disclose the step of retrieving from a networked computational 
service remote from the portable device, an information encoding in correspondence 
with a result of the performed user-defined operation. 
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In an analogous art, Harui teaches the method and apparatus for delivering WEB 
data to a wireless device (abstract). Harui further teaches that a user can specify the 
amount of information and how often to send that information to a cellular telephone 
(figures 3-4, see descriptions) which inherently indicates that there is some kind of 
encoding (user specified amount). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made to use, within the system of Sugita and Makipaa, the step 
of using networked computational service remote from the portable device, as taught by 
Harui, to eliminate the need for having a browser on the portable device to save time 
and memory by allowing the user to specify the information to be delivered to the 
wireless device at a computational device such as a computer connected to the internet. 

Regarding claims 9-10, since Harui teaches that the amount of information to be 
delivered to the wireless device can be specified, it is obvious that the associating of the 
first indication with the user-defined external state is performed without use of the 
portable device and the establishing of the user-defined operation is performed without 
use of the portable device. 

Regarding claim 12, Harui further teaches that the user-defined operation 
includes a query executable at a networked computational service remote from the 
portable device (figures 1,3-4, see descriptions). 

Regarding claim 29, this claim merely reflects the computer program necessary 
for performing the steps as specified in claim 6 and is therefore rejected for the same 
reasons. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 



4. Claims 3-5, 14-15 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Regarding claim 3, the prior art of record failed to disclose or fairly suggest the 
specific combination of structural and functional limitations set forth in claim 3, 
specifically, wherein the user-defined operation using a networked computational 
service remote from the portable device and supplying the information encoding in 
correspondence with a result of the performed user-defined operation. 

Regarding claim 14, the prior art of record failed to disclose or fairly suggest the 
specific combination of structural and functional limitations set forth in claim 14, 
specifically the step of associating a second indication with the user-defined external 
state, the second indication providing textual description rendered in response to 
selection, at the portable device, of the first indication. 

Regarding claim 15, the prior art of record failed to disclose or fairly suggest the 
specific combination of structural and functional limitations set forth in claim 15, 
specifically, wherein the display device includes a two-dimensional array of display 
elements suitable for simultaneously presenting plural visual indications displaced 
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throughout at least a portion thereof, the first indication corresponding to at least one of 
the plural visual indications. 



Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 
or faxed to: 

(703) 872-9306, (for formal communications intended for entry, for 
informal or draft communications, please label "PROPOSED" or 
"DRAFT") 



Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal Drive, 

Arlington, VA, 6 th Floor (Receptionist). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sonny Trinh whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
1961. The examiner can normally be reached Monday through Thursdays from 7:00 
am to 4:00 p.m., and on alternate Fridays. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is 
(703) 306-0377. 
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